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Application/Control Number: 09/776,720 

Art Unit: 2877 

DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

S=s^Ss=Sk=k: 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2 Ascertaining the differences between the pr.or art and the claims at issue. 
Resolvinq the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art 

4. SSSnroblectlwe evidence present in the applicat.cn indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

Claims 1-6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Judy et al. (5905838) and further in view of Sillard et al. (6263138). 

Judy et al., at col. 14, lines 34-45, teaches an optical transmission fiber (OTF) in 
the range of the OTF described in the first paragraph of instant claim 1 . "Obviousness 

of Ranges" as described in the MPEP as follows: 

2144.05 Obviousness of Ranges 

I. OVERLAP OF RANGES 

in the case where the claimed ranges "overlap or lie ^^^^^ 
the priorart" a prima facie case of obviousness ^^^^^^ 2 ^, 
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c ?3% lolvbdenum up to 0.1% iron, balance titanium" as obvious over a reference 
disctSng aSoy^ ^'0 75% nickel, 0.25% mo.ybdenum, balance t.tan,um and 0.94% 
nickel, 0.31% molybdenum, balance titanium.). 

Under "Obviousness of Ranges", the aforementioned citation from Judy et al. 
renders the first paragraph of instant claim 1 as obvious. 

Furthermore, Sillard et al., at col. 2 lines 1 3-24, shows that the dispersion 
compensating optical fiber (DCF) taught in the second paragraph of instant claim 1 is 
obvious because the ranges stated in Sillard et al. at c* 2 lines 13-24 render the 
values stated in the second paragraph of instant claim^as obvious under 
"Obviousness of Ranges" as described in the above MPEP passage. 

Thus, since the prior art, as stated above, makes it clear that using a DCF such 
as one in the range(s) described in the second paragraph of instant claim 1 is common 
\ in the art, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to use it with the optica, transmission fiber described at Judy et al. 
col. 14, lines 34-45, which by obviousness of ranges renders the 1 st paragraph of instant 
claim 1 obvious, for the purpose of optimizing WDM architecture. 



Thus claim 1 is rejected. 
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The values stated in instant claims 2, 4-5 are also covered by the obviousness of 
ranges reasoning and the references stated above. Thus claims 2, 4-5 are rejected. 

The parameter(s) stated in claim 3 are obvious because these parameter(s) are 
notoriously well known (NWK) for such devices. 

Claim 6 is obvious because it is NWK to use a transmitter and a receiver with the 
device described in claim 1. Thus claim 6 is rejected. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Michael P. Mooney whose telephone number is 703- 
308-6125. The examiner can normally be reached during weekdays. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Frank G. Font can be reached on 703-308-4881. The fax phone numbers 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are 703-308-7722 
for regular communications and 703-308-7721 for After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-308- 
)956 An alternative useful number for status inquiries is 703-306-3329. 
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